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Reconstituted Tobacco 
April 24th - May 21st, 1980 
A. Robbiani 


MONIQUE/RCB 

Roll coater, rubber roll 

The sheet showed 1 not uniform slurry distribution. 

Every 7 cm regular stripes with more material were observed and 
it was decided to'change the rubber roll. 

The replacement of the roll did not improve the appearance of 
the sheet. 

Subsequently the driving system was checked but nothing was found. 
It seems that the surface of the roll is not perfectly round. 

The workshop which replaced the rubber was contacted. 


Roll coater , steel roll 

The front steel roll was changed 1 as its surface showed 
deterioration. 

A local workshop' in Yverdon was contacted for the repair. 


Trials 

A report from Richmond comparing! US/RCB with Monique/RCB was 
received and discussed (Ref. 1). 

According to this report the Monique sheet has been usingi some 
additives at higher levels than US/RGB. Monique/RCB also uses 
dust with a smaller particle size. 

For both reasons the CV data of US/RCB were substantially higher. 
These trials were carried out on May 12th and 13th using dust with' 
a: different particle size (Ref. 2). 

The additive formulas for these trials were as follows : 

Trial 1, lot No. 120 

American additive formula according to the report. 

Trial 2, lot No. 121 

FTR additive formula as currently used. 

Trial 3, lot No. 122 

FTR additive formula, 20% reduced. 

Cigarettes from these trials at the 100% level will be submitted 
for subjectives. 

The tobacco lot analyses are under way. 
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Reduced additive formula; 


A Monique/RCB trial, lot No. 118, was carried out in April with 
20% less additives. 100% cigarettes of this Monique/RCB were 
panel tested against 100% cigarettes of the current production 
sheet. 

The trial cigarettes were found to be much better in taste and 
also the combustion was judged to be improved (Ref. 3). 

It was decided to use the reduced additive formula as of May 21st 
in production; (Ref. 4) .. 


APPLICATION OF NINO-PRODUCTS IN MONIQUE/RCB 
Trial NIN0/RC3 No.. 7 (Ref. 5) 

Panel B tested cigarettes containing Monique/RCB lot No. 116 at 
3.4% level. 

The test cigarettes showed a difference in taste against the 
control and were not accepted!. 

As only 5% of the feedstock were replaced by NINO washed stems 
and the corresponding fermented extract we believe that the 
taste difference could have been caused by something else. 

The trial will be repeated. 


Q.C. ONNENS 
Personnel 

A lab technician was hired. 




Lab 

The new lab has been partially installed. 
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